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Dear Dr. Ridella:

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company (“Goodyear”) is in receipt of your February 22,
2022 letter (the “Letter™), in which you request that Goodyear conduct a voluntary safety recall of
size 275/70R22.5 tires from its G159 commercial tire line that were installed on Class A
motorhomes (the “Subject Tire” or “Subject Tires”). Goodyear has carefully analyzed the
information and data provided in your Letter, as well as other available information that Goodyear
has collected and provided to your office during the pendency of this investigation over the past
four years. Following that analysis, Goodyear has concluded that the Subject Tire does not contain
a defect, and respectfully declines your request.

Goodyear’s conclusion is the product of thousands of person-hours devoted to preparing
for and participating in the investigation, and its analysis has leveraged decades of engineering,
quality, legal and regulatory expertise.

Goodyear’s conclusion also is informed by several critical points of context absent from
your Letter. First, the Subject Tire was a multipurpose all-position rib-type tire suitable for steer,
drive and trailer positions, and was designed using proven tire casings and proven tread compounds
that had performed well in the field for many years prior to the introduction of the Subject Tire. It
was held to, and passed, Goodyear’s rigorous suite of release testing, which exceeds applicable
DOT certification requirements, and was fully qualified for operation at highway speeds. No
Subject Tire inspected by Goodyear engineers ever revealed or even suggested a defect of any
kind.

Second, while your Letter recognizes that the Subject Tire is no longer in production, you
assume that some of the Subject Tires may still be in use because of the unique circumstances of
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the RV manufacturers’ specifications for load carrying capacity and tire inflation, choices that
were not made by Goodyear. It is now well documented that many RV manufacturers were
specifying tire pressures that did not take into account likely consumer behavior, and were not
specifying adequate margins for load carrying capacity. But NHTSA has consistently held the RV
manufacturers responsible for those specifications, and expected RV manufacturers to conduct
vehicle recalls to respond to them, even when the remedy for the safety defect was a larger size
tire.

Based on NHTSA’s own precedents and activity in this area as recently as 2018, Goodyear
could not have known that NHTSA would interpret the Safety Act in 2022 to require Goodyear,
rather than the RV manufacturers, to conduct a safety recall here, particularly where there is no
evidence of an actual defect in the tire. NHTSA was aware of Goodyear’s participation in the
Fleetwood and Monaco campaigns between 1999 and 2002, and never suggested that these
campaigns should be anything other than a safety recall to address safety defects in the vehicles.
NHTSA was aware of the performance differences in the Subject Tire in 2006 when it sought peer
tire information in connection with the Country Coach investigation in 2006. In 2013, an ODI
engineer reached out to Goodyear by email to request production numbers for the Subject Tire,
noting that “[bJack in December 2012 several blogs posted articles on this tire which has prompted
ODI to conduct standard screening.” Goodyear complied with the request and heard nothing
further from the “standard screening.” Indeed, nothing in the past two decades could have
suggested to Goodyear that NHTSA interpreted the Safety Act to require Goodyear to conduct a
safety recall for the Subject Tire.

“A fundamental principle in our legal system is that laws which regulate persons or entities
must give fair notice of conduct that is forbidden or required.” FCC v. Fox Television Stations,
567 U.S. 239, 253 (2012). “When an executive agency changes which behavior violates its
regulations, it must provide notice that it has done so before faulting any of those it regulates for
engaging in the newly verboten behavior.” Citizens United v.

(2d Cir. 2018) (citing FCC v. Fox Television Stations).

Here, NHTSA'’s consistent message for more than two decades to the RV industry and the
tire companies that supply tires to that industry has been that overloading and underinflation are
problems caused by the RV manufacturers’ inadequate specifications for inflation pressure and
load carrying capacity, and constitute vehicle-based safety defects. Goodyear did not have fair
notice that NHTSA believed differently with respect to the Subject Tire in 2002 or any other time
until now.

To be clear, Goodyear is well aware of its obligations under the Safety Act to determine
the presence of a safety defect in a tire, and to conduct a prompt recall to remedy the defect.
Goodyear has conducted numerous such tire safety recall campaigns over the years. Here,





























